The questions raised in the cited article 1/ emphasize the importance of distinguishing between two different ideas of locality, both due essentially to Einstein. The first is the idea that no signal can travel faster than light. The second is the idea that the course of events in one spacetime region can be in no way disturbed by what is done in a spacetime region that is spatially separated from the first.
The first idea of locality was used by Einstein in the theory of relativity. The second was used by Einstein, Podolsky, and Rosen 2/ in their analysis of quantum theory. The problems encountered in the cited article arise from the attempt to use there only the first idea of locality, whereas Bellis-theorem considerations pertain to the second.
The idea that the course of events in one spacetime region can be in no way disturbed by what is done in a spatially separated region is an expression of the idea that influences travel no faster than light. The occurrence of the word "can" alludes to the presumed existence of laws of nature that relate the possibilities for what can happen under alternative possible conditions. In the situation analyzed by Einstein, Podolsky, and Rosen these relationships were supposed to ensure that no matter which experiment was performed in a spacetime region, and no matter what result appears there, that result, whatever it might be, must, in any case, be independent of which experiment is 2 • freely chosen and performed in a spacetime region that is spatially separated from the first.
The demand that these independence properties must hold is a strong locality condition. A much weaker condition for a theory or model to be local is that the predictions of the theory or model be at least compatible with the possibility that this strong locality condition could hold. Quantum theory is nonlocal in this second sense: it is incompatible with the theoretical possibility that, for each of the two conditions that might be set up in either region, the results that would appear under those conditions could be independent of which experiment is freely chosen and performed in the spatially separated region.
The argument in the cited article consists of two parts. First, a model is exhibited that conforms to the first idea of locality, in that it provides no possibility for faster-than-light signalling, but that violates a mathematical locality condition SL defined in that article. Then it is asked whether the model is nonlocal in some physical sense. The 
